ELTE* + I Ing FRY 


$8 : wu + 
Ix | 


$E Or the Sikops aaher to the” 


| And 4s ame Qerics Whether the HS 
iniſters be not near of kin to 

killing of the ewoProphetsz © 

' Revelation the 1t' chap; "ina any 


fo. 


afar 
Wicked, ard he +) ot £5." 
aboniviilex the 


 - S744... 0 * i fo JG a4 =O 
YO EE Ee 8 
” - pF qYy IP” > Le 4 -4 Y hk <4 Ya 
- \ "WES 4 - Fe. 4 


ODOR bh FE TO SPIE OPIN 8 
by o "T.. 
tes bt 
4 A. 
Ly 


To the Reader. 
Chriſtian friends, 

Ou may underſtand by what followes that I propoundel a Caſt of 
Y Conſcience 10.4 great Biſhop 1n Ireland , by way of p*tition 3 
but had a very ſlight. Anſwer: whereupon I went t» my Chumier , and 
writ to-h ma large on wherein PETIY te.h m:hat I bad rot 
written and prinied three Books agar: ft Adabeptiſts and Qurkers to he 
pu; off »1. rock an Auſwer ff mM "7 urge bim 
from that Text 1 Peter 3. 15. that I did corcerve he was bownl in 
co-ſciexce and duty to Gol, to anſwer :o1he Queſtion, nb ch1I deſired 
migh: be in writ. g: which afier he had read , he gate order I ſhould 
come i h 5houſe” ond be wou'd arſwerits whith Id 4, arddrey wp. 
the ſubſtarce of my Petition ard Le:ier inio cert am Que on ard Ar- 

uments; wh ch hereafter fo!loze bh, tozecher vi hhi: Arſaer, ond 
my Rep!ytohb's Anſwer, And ſeeing I could bavt rofurther ſaifofhi- 
on, 1 thought good to put all in Print to publike view , that . he nnder- 


ſtanding Reader ny conſider and udge , That if I ſhould tchs ano her 


Wife (as I dointend for any thing I yet kyo» to binder me) whether there 
be no: ſufficient ground of Scr y: ure for me ſo:0do, beſides the examp!e- 
and prattice of o her Churches, Reaſons and Arguments ſhe:xed toprove 
the lawfullreſſe thereof. And if one or more be otherwiſe minde |, I 
may ſay as Peter an4lohn ſaid in anothercaſe, Acts 4.19. Whe- 
ther it. i$right inthe |:ght of Go1,. tohearken unto you , more 
than unto G01, judge ye, ſo 1 ſay, whe: her ſhould I be coxcluded 
by one or ſome fev Mens op'nions , contraryto!heWord of God ard the 
pr. 'ce of Pro eft-int Churches , and ſobe [yable to continyall tempt 1- 
trons all my I'fe long, ortcke that liberty which the Word of God and 
former Pro eſtant Churche: hath alloned ,.thu I may eſcape Satans 
ſrares, and hate a remedy -g:1: ft myowne Corruption, Judge Yee 
Thu; Tleave ll :0 your charitable co: ſtrut#;ons , and am accord 'ng to. 


that me:. It gre I have received z v 
A love: ofthe Truth 


George Preſzicke. 
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A Cale of Conſcience propounded &c. wiz. 
whether a Man whoſe wife hath forſaken 
him ſeven years and five months without any 
Juſt cauſe, and will not be reconciled 3 and 
he having fatisfied the Law fo far that by his Maz 
jeſties Reference to two Biſhops in London) he hath 
a Divorce under the Biſhops hands, whether he may 
not lawfully Marry, 


TSS 


Mr. Preſſicke to the Byſhop. 


Right reverend Father inGod, 

Hive accord ngtomy weakability drawne up the chief Heads 

of my per'tion and Letter into a more orderly Forme thin 

b-fo:e, chat your Lordſhip may with leſſe trouble con.;der 
ofir, and Go1 Almighty direct you thzrein. 

And hicit, If the Laiv of God ſay, x Coy. 7. 15. If the anbelieving 
will depart , let him depart a brother or a ſiſteris rot under Bondoge in 
ſu: caſes: but ifinſucha Caſe the [nnocent party have not lbec= 
ty to narry, h2 mult needs be in bondage till, 

2. Ifthe Luv of the Landallow, that if a Hushand o: Wife 
fo-ſ1k2 012 another ſeven years and b2 not h21rd of, che inno- 
cent parcy may marry; then why may not I much more have [bers 
ty 0 marry, Whoſe Wife hath to:ſakzn me ſeven yerrs and five 
months : for what more benefit have I ofher , than if Idid not hevr 
Whz:iher the were dz1dor I'ving; yea moze, Ihivea Divorce 
under tivo Biſhops Hands by a reference from his Majeſty : ard 
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though-itbe not in Forme according to the Canon-Law, (fo: that 


had been many years ſilenced) but having his Majelties Royall 


Aﬀſent, (from whom the Canon-Law receives it's vigo: and 


ſtreng:h) doth ſupply ghat defe&t, as if it had been done by the 
Canon-Law. : 15s 

3. If boththe Law of GoJ, as 1 Cor. 9.15. and (econdlyif 
the Law of the Land (acco:ding tothe prafice of the Church of 
England as above),he benzfit of which cannot in equity be denied 
me , there bzing*no Luv as your Lordihip ſaid to compell a wife 
toperfo:mtheduty ofa wife. and thirdly (which is more)I having 
aB ll of D;vorce. And fou-thly the exxmple and praftice!of the 
Church in Germary in the like caſe, who: alloved Ga'earrus to 
marry becauſe his W.fe refuſed toco-habit with him , as mine hith 
refuſedro-co-habit with me , then why ſhould I be h.nde:ed of my 
lawfulll;bzrty mo:e than o.he:s. 


If there bez no L1wto comrel a wife to her duty, as your 
To:dihip Taid there is not, and if therebe a Law to reltrain the 
husband from his lawrull |,berty, which the Word of God altoives 
h.m , and accordingto the practice ofocher Churches as above ; 
th2n whether is that Eavv that reftrains him (ifany ſuch Luv there 
bz) wh2ther is it a juſt Law according tothe wo:d of Gol, or whe- 
thzr is it not rather agiinit th2 word of God 3 andisnot that Law 
(if there be anyſuch)a ſet::ng of their threſholds agar; ſt Gols threſh- 
olds, ard their Poſts by Gods Poſt 3 Ezth 43. 8. compared with 
Iſa. 29. 13. their fear towards me is ton: ht by the precepts of mex, 
Fo: ſuch a lw would deitroy an Ocdinince of GoJ, thit is, M:- 
riaze and P:ocrention , and une end for which man was c'enel , 
thotis, Th. the wifeſhou'd be in ſub;ection}to ber by band, as the 
Churc' is to Chriſt. Epheſ. 5.24.. Biit if this | herty bz denied 
him, then mult the husband be in ſubjeRion co h's wif2s humour, 
though the be a who'e 0: an Inbdell and of neve: {© perverſe a ſpt- 
ri» be mult b2 kept in bondage, an4 laid open to all t2mpiationsy 
i£ noz a necellity of inning. 1 Cor. 7. 4: 5. 


If it be ob efted that rothirg but whoredome can 1;vorce as 
ſome have ic mrantly ſ-1d. 


$. To thatl ſay that thougbthere are other lawcull cauſes of 
: divorce 
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divorce beſides whoredome z Kg except the Biſhops made that di- 
vorce between me and my wife , upon the account of my wifes 
being a whore in Scripture-ſence , as I Writ to them before they 
made that divorce, the B:ſhops muſt needs fall under the breach 
of that Scripture, Mah. 19. 6. Thoſe whom God hath joy.ed toge- 
ther, let no man. put aſunder. for there can be no divorce from bed 
and board , (as tome call it) but it is abſolutely againſt that Text : 
Except it be with conſent for a time , (1 Cor. 7. 5.)to give them- 
ſelves unto prayer; and come together again , leſt Satan tempe 
them for thzir incontinencie. Bur this divorce between me and 
my wife is no: of this nature , and therefore contrary to the word 
of God; except it bz upon the account of her, whoredome,in Scrip- 
ture-ſence: for neither the conſent of the Parties, nor th: conſenc 
of th2 Biſhops can make that lawfull , which the word of (304 ſaith 
is unl2wfull, Mat. 19. 6. Thoſe whom God bath joredtogether, les 


10 1411 put a ſurder. 


6. Now that ſhe isa whore in Scripture-ſenceT prove is thus, 
Tulge: 19. 2. the text ſaith, The Levits wife played the whore 
agnn't h2- husbn1, and departed from him four full mouths. bur 
my wife hath departe] fron.me ſeven yearsand five months ; if 
the L2vics wifz bad 1ctually played the who-e, ſhe ſhould by the 
Luv have hen toned to deathz Lewvit. 20. 10. neither had it be! 
I1w{ull for him co have taken her againe, Levit. 21.7. and 1 Cor, 
6.16, Hetht is ;ojued to an harlot 3s one fl:ſh. therefore itis con- 
ceived that the L2vites wife departing from him without his con- 
f?nt, it is in Scriprure-ſenſs wavredome 3 for the ought to have 

22n in ſubject on to hec husbind, as the Church is to Chrilt. 
Epheſ. 5. 24. Thistruch is further conarmedby comparing this 
with Prov. 2, 17* Whzre a harlot is deſcr b2d tob2 one that for- 
ſaketh her husband , and forg2tteth thz covenant of her Got: 
ſome Margents fty , ſhe fo-getreth the proniſe of the marriage 
covenznt; Jer: 3. 3. compared w.ththz 20 verie , Thos hadſt a 
Whore: fore-heal, as awife treacherouſly depar'e1bfrom her hasbard : 
theſe three Texts prove ſufficiently that a wife forſaking her hus- 
and is a aore in Scripture-ſence. 

$o that from the union that is between Chriſt and his Church, 

A 3 Epbeſ . 
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"Eph. 5. 32. we may gather that as forſaking the Lord is called 
"ha: lotry, Iſa. 1. 4- compared with the 20, 21, They bare for- 
ſekenthe Lord, boz 1s the far: bfull Cite becoe anharlot, eveniſo 2 
wife forſaking her husband is in'Sc-ipture-ſence whoredome : ard 
God threatens to puniſh both with one and the ſame puniſhment, 
Ezekel 16. 38. I will judge thee as women that brech, wedlock and 
ſhed blood are 'nlged. and breiking wedlock and ſhedding blood are 
boththe {ins of he* that was my wife. 

To conclude as Chritt himlſelfe laid , Therefore whatſoever ye 
wou!d that men ſhould do:o you, do ye evenſoto them. 1 hbzicech you 
conlider it as if it Were your caſe z What you would have others do 
unto you z and trouble not your ſelfe to anſwer , but grant me a 
Lycenie to marry, Wh'ch if you do, yet it can be no Preſident 
to others to folloiv, for no mans condition doth paralell mine. 

Firity in cegurdof my wifes obitinicy theſe ſeven years and 
five monihs, notw.thitanding 211 lawfull means that hath be 
uſed to reclaime her , and in-that reſpect ſhe is worſe then mot 
'whores are ; for few whores doaltogether deny their hushands , 
thoughghey company With other men as with their husbands, 

Se&ndly, in Vis indeavouring to murther me z by Rabbing ar 
me wich a knife, and cutting me 1n the face. 

Thirdly, I have tuffered twenty five dayes impriſonment by 
Charles Fleetwood , for taking hold of my w.fe, anq deſring to 
talke w'th her but one quarter of an hour, to know ifſhe could 
ſhew any reaſon why ſhe dealt fo with me: beſides ſhe procured 
my impriſonment in Loxdox for 17co pound, when I owed not 
one penny. - 

Fourthly, I have a Bill of divorce by vertue of his Mareſties - 
reference to tio Biſko7s ,- ard under. the two Buthops hands : all 
which conlidered, granting me a Lycenſe to marry can bz nov 
prelident for oth2rs i follow, 


Novem: 12th, Your Lordſh1ps meſt humble 
3GG1, . and unworthy ſervant 


George Preflicke, 


Gn OS. os 


S&LSSSSSlt&&4SS&S& 
The Biſhop's Anſwer. 


My. Preſſicke; 1 
Have pe:uſed your Paper and I am ſtill of the ame judgement 
] was; they Whoexpound Scripture according to the. own 
private fancies do: ofren Change, but they who- expound it 
in the ſame ſence which was del:verd to the Cathotique 
Church with the Scripture, can hardly vary f-om themſelves. 
To the firſt objection 1 acknowledge the words of Saint P au! _. 
1 Cor. 7.15. 1f the unbelieving depart,/et h'm depart ; a brother oi 
ſiſter us rot 'n bord 1ge in ſuch caſes. But there 15a difference: 
ew-en the marriage of Infidels and the marrige of Chriltiagg 
marriage of Intidels bzing only a civil Contract and may! 
ved by conient, the marriage of Chriſtians is mo:eovet'a ''gneof 
the Mylticall un;on between Chriſt and his Church, and thecefore 
ind;:flolvable. 
ſecondly, Youplead the law of the Land which alowesa woman 
to marry atcer he- husband hathbzen ſeven years abſznc : but you 
mittake the Lav, for if the hu-bind be known to living, ſeven- 
teen years ablence w.Illnoc mike it lawfull for the wife to marry 
agtin; take an inftance M:, Mole wis abſenc above twenty 
years in thz inquiiition, for his religion, yet his wife did not, ſhe 
could not marry agtin, The revon of your millake is this 
that if a min be not heard oF in (even yerrs , the Law preſfumzth 
that he is de17, and derth diſſolves the bond of marriage 3 yerifir 
appea- that ch: fo:me- hushand wasnocde1d,he ought wo be retior'd 
to his W.te notwithitanding her ſecond marriage. 
thirdly, You prove nothing but preſume chat tince you have thz 
law of C,od and the law of th: Land for you, the preczpts of Mn 
cannoc conprolt che law of God, but you er-e every Way, for you 
hive nei chz- the law 05 Goll for you nor the law ofthe Lan i, bur 
both che I1v of Go4 and the law of the Land are ex>rell;agi nit 
ou 2: her: lane Morke ch. lo. verle 11. H hoſoevzr(hall pH! 41A) 
15 wife ard marry arother, commicte þ cdaltery againſt ber, tic words 
ms 7 are 


a 


$ 


are generAl arid admit noevalion : hear Rint Luk chap. 16, v.18, 


W..ofoever pu:teth awayhis wife and marrye h aro: ber, commutteth A 
du! ery; aed whoſrever marryeth her: h..t 15 put away commilteth adul- 
ter. her2is no reltri&on- nor. exception , indeed ſaint Mathew 
ſ:em2th tohavean exception Mat. 5. 32. Whoſoet er ſhall put away 
his wife ſaving for the cauſe of forn cation, cauſeth her to commit adul- 
tery; and hoſoeterſhall marry her that 1s divorced, commi.teth zdul- 
terry, and Mac. 19. 9. Whoſoever _ put awan his wife except it be 
for fornication, and ſhall marry another, commi!ieth adul. ery: Which 
tivo places have boch the ſame ſence. The exception, if it be an 
exception, and notrather a pure negation, exten-'eth it ſ2Ife onl 

to the divorce, not at all to the ſecond marriage : he that: _—_ 


away his wife Without the cauie of fornication, mak-th her commit 


adultery : butif hepur her away for fornication , ſhe 15 ihe cuſpa- 
ble caule of her own adultery, not he that puts her away jultly; bur 
hav'ng put heraway, whether he may lawfully marry again without 
ſinne, ſaint Mathew faith nothing, but aint M-rke and faint Lube 
ſpeak expreſly thit he cannot : yeteventh:s place of tint Mathew 
Gonaer underſtooJ) ſpeaks dire&ly againſt your ſecond mar- 
riage , fo: you do not ſo much as pretend that your W.fe hath con- 
mitted adulteryy and therefore by the uncoubted conſent of thz 
"three Evangeliſts you catinot marry again. 
| _Tothisof the three. Evangeliſts , adde likewiſe the teſtimony 
of St, Paul , Rom. 7.2, 3. The woman which h:th an husbaid 1s 
bourd by the law to her husband fo long as he lizeth , but if the husbard 
be dead, . ſhe is looſed from the Law of her husbard. © So thenif while 
her hustand liveth ſhe be marryed to anotherſke ſhall be called an Adal- 
tereſſe, St. Piul knew no way to diſlolve marriage but by death : 
the ſame he faith, 1 Cor: 7:39. The wfeis bound by the Law as 
long as her hu-bard liveth Ent if her busLand bedead , ſhe is ot I bert , 
to. be marryed towhom ſhe will, and if we weigh the force of St Pculs 
argument exaatly, we ſhall find it to be this , That as the bond of 
the Law could no way be diflolved Whiles the Law lived, that is, 
Was not abrogated, notwithſtanding any prevarication inter- 
ceding; ſo the bond of marriage is indiflolvable fo long as life 
laſteth , notwithſtanding any interceding fornication. To con- 
clude this point , he that marrieth her that is divorced or put away 
Either juſtly for fornication z or unjuſtly without fornication , 
committeth 
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c6mnmirteth adultery: for if ir was juſtly for fornication z then 


1the wasthe nocent perſon , and could not marry aga n and if it 
was unjuſtly w;thout fornication z then the divorce waz void, 


and ſhe till continuzd wife to her forme: hushand ; how.ozver it 


was, whether juftly or un;uftly, it can be no adukery , except 
the bond of the former marciagz were d.ſlolved. 

Ano:he: place we have to the ſame purpoſe, 1 Cor: 7. IO, 21. 
Uims the married I command, yet ntl, but the Lord, let notthe 
wife depart from herhusband z bu: if ſhe depart , let her remain unmar- 
r.ed\ orbe reconciled.td her busband; and let no: the husband pu: awa 
his wife. Either $ Pas ſpeaks of fuch a woman who had no juſt 
cauſe of ſeparation, or of one Who had : but he cannot be undec- 
ſtood to ſpeak of one who had no jult cauſe of ſ:patation, for then 
he would not, he could not have ſaid, let her remain unmarried , 
er be reconciled ax her choice, but lzrher be recdn!iled and returne 
to hzt hushand. St Paw! did not ,, could not permit any un;uft 
Di+0-ccs, contrary to the expreſſe Wo:d of God. Ir is plaih 
therefore thit hz ſpeaks of one who had juſt cauſe to depart and 
ye: St P:# conmandeth in the name of the Lord, that ſuch an 
innocent perſon ſhould remain unmarried. 

To theie plain teſtimonies of holy Scripture, we may joyne the 
evidence of right rexſo1. If married perſons could fo ea:ily un- 
marry chemſelves by the conſent of bo.hparties, and much more 
by the {niſter practiſes ofone party? what a Doore Would this 
open to perjuries afid ſubo:dinations, to the ſlanders and defla- 
mations of innocent pe ſons , WIK.le't men purſued their own lults 
under the clotke of juſtice > What divilion and What ruine would 
this bringupon families? whata curſe wouldit be topoore child- 
ren , Who{ many times without thzir own faults) mult looſe one of 
their naturall parents, and get a ſtep-Father ora ſtep-Mother in 
their place? 

This Concluſon (Mr. Preſſicke) is evidenced to us by the wo-d 
of God, by the light of naturall reaſon, that martiage ought tobe 
kept facred and undifſolvable. It hath bzen long obſerved as a 
Nationall ſinne of this people » to hive bezn over eaſy diffolvers 
of true marriages , upon flundefous, 0: pretended Prz-contraQts 
wanting all ground but lutt and perjury : and therefore Ido give 

vGu the ſame Counſaile which 1 take _ to witnes I would take 
my 


————— 


f 10 ), 
my ſelfe if1 were in the ſame condition. - -S:eke; once more tobe 
reconciled to your wits » andforg2t not tp pray Go4tochange her 
heart if you cannot vir thenfollow St Pgax/'s command or 


rather Go4's command by St Pax/, to reman wnwary ed. You 
conpliin of this-asa | Coden burthen , bur you conlidec not thac 
many holy Saints an1 Szrvants of Gol have lived much longec 
undec the tam2C:ofſe that you have done, and altogethe: w;thour 
their ovnfaults. Some have had their Spouſes impriſoned for 30 

0:40 yeurs togethe: fo: conſcizncy ſake , as I told you fo:merly of 
Mc. Mo!e': jone again have had their busbands made (laves by 
thz Turkes, and detained fro.n them as langas they live1: ſome - 


* have been ſmjrten With an incurable diſeaſe (preſzncly after Mar- 


riage) inconliſtent with the dyties of the marciage-bed : what muſt 
thzy do: in thee caſes and many mozg of th2 lane nawre? Pre- 
ſently murry again , Godforbid! Thisisx better remedy, that 
is by fervent andf:equent prayer to b299e the guifte of conti- 
nency of God : if we prevail not, it is becauſe we pray amis. 
If it be nor acrofle which we hae pulled upon our telves , but 
which Go1 himſelfe bath impoſed upon us we have his promiſe , 
that he will hear #: » and help ws: let who w.ll whiſper to yoa other 
thoughts » Mr. Preſſicks this is your remedy. 

In your fifth Paragraph you run into one or two- errors more , 
that every ord. nmiry d:vo'ce is fo:bidden as a breach of Gods com- 
mand : What God beth joz.ed together , let no man put afunder, 
Mat: 19, 6, and that chzce is no othe: cauſe of divorce but for- 
nication, 

For firſt , that Text (Mat: 19. 6.)is underſtood properly of 
diffolving th2 bond of marriage , (as you would have it)for ever, 
&not of lefler ſeparations made out of prudence or piety for a time. 

Secondly, there are tther cauſes of divorces , b:fides forn'- 
cation, as When one married perſon ſhall ſeek to royſon or. make 
away the other , or to ſtarve them, it is very lawull to ſeperate 
th:m out of pruzence to prevent murther. Judge whether this 
be no: your Caſe or no? and when the one perſon is comtitually 
inticing the other to Hereſy or- blaſpheming ; or ſoliciting him 
or her to ſinn2 againſt God : in ſuch caſes alſo ſuch a temperary 
Divs:ce islaw.ull, as no-mar that anderſtands himſclfe will deny. 

In the. 6 and 7 paragraph z you endeavour to prove your wite 

a Who:e 
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- 4 whore if Scriptire-ſence, becauſe ſhe is devarted from you , 
but you miſtake every way. For fuſt , inall p obid liry the Le- 
vites wife did mo-e theri depart f:om him ; and though a Levite 

might not marty a known whore, yet being married , be might 
pardon, conceal , or connive at her lewd courſes. But th:s is no- 
rhing to the purpoſe, for this adutttery or whoredome fo: wh: a 
man may put aWay his wife, is not the ſpirituaf{ whocedome , thar 
is , Idolatry ; nor civif{ whoredome , that is , deſetcion of hec 
husband : but carnall whoredome , Whereby the bond of Marri- 
age is diſſolved, and the innocent party acquited for the future 
from all Con;ugall duties. But to imagine that ſhe who only de- 
ſerts her hush1nd y and ſhe who takes another into his bed, are 
both alike gu:lry of the breach of wedtocke , and both to bz pun- 
iſhed with the Ame puniſhment , as you ſay in the 7 paragraph » 
is ridiculous; | 

In the concluſion of your diſcoutſ2 you pleadfor liberty tomar- 
ry, ard urge 4reaſonsfor your ſelfe, wh.ch if they weteall truey 
ſignify nothing, as to that purpoſe for which you urge them, 
Suppoſe ſhe have bezn ſo long abſent ; ſuppoſe ſhe cut you in the 
face ; ſuppoſe ſhe were an occaſion that you were impriſoned 25 
dayes ; ſuppole you have a Divorce under two Biſhops hands , 
upon a refe-ence from his Majettie; yet there isa great difference 
bzrween-a temporary divorce , and a perpetuall diſſolution of 
marriage. What you plead for your ſelfe T have ſeen, what your 
wife hath to plead for her ſelfe I do not know; but if every thing 
be as your ſelfe ſay, I cannot give Way to your ſecond marriage , 
Whiles your old 'wife lives, Without contradiQing the Commands 
of our Saviour delivered by three Evangeliſts , and one Apoſtle : 
and therefore I mult commend you to your proper remedy, that 
is', prayer , hoping that you will never thinke more of weddings, 
whilft your old wife lives , but b:ar your Crofle with patience 
Which Chriſt hath laid upon you, 
Nowenber 16th, 1661, 
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Me. Preſſicke's Reply to. the Biſhop's Anſwer. 


"Right reverend Father in God, 

we. Beſeech you once more to hear me with patience, whatT have 
further-tofay : Ihave. received your Lordihips Anſverto. 
my paper, and I do humbly conceive it w;ll admir of ſome 
Except ons as followeth, 

In thefirit place, youſay(and that truly)that they who expound 
Scripture according to their own private fancies,dooften change: 
but they (ſay you) who expound it in the. ſame ſence which was. 
delive:d to.the Catholique Church ,, with.the Scripiures, can 
hardly vary fron themſelves, 

To-chis1 humbly reply, - that you do not declare who you men 
by the Cathol:que Church that we ſhould ſeek the ſence of Scri 
rue from: whether the Church of Rome, or the Proteſtant Church, 
jo;ntly or ae 2. or yho elſe we muſt take for thz Church : 
and therefore I will deliver my opin:on which I, think is. not a 
private fancy. By Catholique, Church I underſtand all the true 
Bzle'vers that, hath bzen f-om the begining of the world, is now, 
and ſhall be to the end of the world , of which Catholicuz Church 
Iam one: and to this Church the Scriptares. was given , and 
none can underttand the ſence and mind of God in the Scriptures, 
but ſuch as God doth reveals it unto by his ſpirit, 1 Cor: 1. 9. 
As it is written ,, eye hath not ſeen norear heard, neither hath it 
e, tred into the heart of man , the thirgs which God hath prepared for 
themthat lore hm, But he hath revealed them tows by bus (peeit : 
ard we-hcve not receit ed the ſpirit of the worl1, but the ſpirit which © 
of God, thnt wemrobt knox (obſerve the words) that we might 
know the things that are freely o'Ten to. us of God. But the nat urallman 
recerve: h not the things of the ſpirit of God, for they ave fooliſhnes unta 
hm: ne:1 ber car he kzow them , becauſe they are ſpiri; # ly diſcern- 
ed, and Mat: 10. 27. No man knowes the Fail » ſave the Son,,. 
and ke 10 whom the Son will reveal him. 1doW;thall my heart and 
ſoul: reverence learninz , becaule I find the want of learning in 
my ſelfe :, and we are debtors to thoſe that have tranſlited the 
Scriptures into our Mother-tongue :. yet ſuch as, have naturalt 


karning- 


| 
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fearning , and underſtand the originall T 


may be in a nx. 
turall eſtate , and in that reſpe&t the ApoiUe faith , they cannot 
knovv the things of the ſpirit of God, for they are fooliſhnesunto 
bim'z becauſe they mutt be ſpiritwlly dſce-ned. Bur 1 ſry be 
is a good Scholer that hath learn't his Leflon of Chriſt* an4 ir 
matters not-Who is the ſcholer ſo that Chritt be the Schoolmatter : 
I have never read that Chrilt doth ſpeak to his Children or Scho- 

215 only in Heb-ey, Greeke , 0: Lattine, but he hath and do:h 
declare his mind and will to them in Engliſh ,, and'other Lan- 
guages as well as in the ociginall Tongues. I hope th's is no ex- 
pounding of Sc-ipture according to-private fancy: for it is plain 
Scripture » if the Scripture be right tranſlated: if it be not, the 
fault is not mine. : 

Tothe firit obje&ion you own the words of St. Paml , 1 Cor: 
7.15. If the #:bel:ever depart ,, let him depert * a brother or a 
{ter 1s no! in bo:dage in ſuch Caſes : and you ſay there is .2 gre 
diference between th2 marriage of Infidells , and the marriage 
of Chcittians : the marriage of Infidells being only a civill con- 
tract, and may be diſſolved by conſent : the marriage of Chriſti- 
ans isa ſign? of the.myſticallunion between Chriſt and his Church, 
and the-efo-e(you ſay) undiſlolvable. 

To this I reply by plain Scripturezand agree with you that the 
marriage of Infidells is diffolvable, if but the one party be ar 
Infidell , and refuſe toco-habit with the husband or wife, as-1Cor: 
7.15. and at verſes 12,13. Ifa husband have an unbelieving 
wife, or a\v.fe an unbelieving husband : if the unbeliever be 
pleaſed to dwell with the believer , the believe: ought not to pur 
the unbeliever away. and though-my wife be-an unbeliever , and 
is departed , yet I have waited 6 years, &c. for her returning , 
before I got a Bill of divorce: and the: Text ſaith«if rh: wnbelieter 
depart , a brother or a ſiter is nos in bondaoe in ſuck caſes :. and you 
have granted chat the marriagz of Infidellsigd:flolvable byconſent, 
and ſhe gave her conſent tothe divorce :: therefore. by-your own: 
words the bone of marriage is diſſolved berween her and me: for 
this is my caſe , my wife is an. Infidell or unbeliever ,, and hath 
departed from me above 7 years-and 5 months :: I did nor;puther 

away, but ſhe put her ſelfe away, and by her departing the pur 
me a\vay from her as. Marke 10, 12. But St Pax! faith ». If ſhe. 
B 3 depars 


es 


_" 


ih, A 
. 0, ID #Y. LA. - 3 ” A. LE rw ene 


#... | 
depart , It: her remain TW Far, or be recorciled to ber Bu bard. 
I Cer: 7. 11.. thereaſon is bzcauſehe is the nocent party, the-e- 
fe ſhe mutt remain unmarried o-” be reconcifed : 'bur St. Paw 
doch nor ſay let him remain urimarrie], 6- ler h mr wait 9 years, 
as I have Cone y. oc 17 years toſee whether ſhe will be reconciled 
to her husband or not ; but he ſaiah expreſly, ve:: 15. if ſhe de- 
rt » h2 is not in bondagy in ſuch calzs : this isplairt Sctipture. 
ut \yhat greater outward bondage can there bz (if he have need 
of a,v.fe;) than tobe reſtraine1 from marriage, or'in what ſence 
Can any man take thar Scripture , 4 brother or a ſiſter is 1:0: in boy. 
dege in ſmh c:ſes. humbly conceive that to ſay as you do in 
another place , - tharheis freed from all conjugall duties towards 
her, it is neither the meaning of the Text , nor is the plaitter 
broad” engugh for the ſoxre : for if the deſert him , and will nor 
coreat h.m, nor ſuffer: him tocome where ſhe is , what conju- 
gall duties is he like ro performe towards her? it is impoſible ;- 
therefore the text mult have another meaning, Which I conceive 
muſt be this 3 ſhe breaking the bond and covenant of marriage, 
and will-noz- be reconciled in ſo'many years, ſhe being an Infi- 
cell andbgiving.Her confent tothat divorce , it doth diflolve the 
marriage as your ſelfe ſaid before , and ſers me free to marry as 
'St;. Pau! ith, abrother or a ſiſter is not in bondage in ſuch caſes : 
if you ſay the is. nor an-infidell., ſhe hathbzen baptized and is a 
Chriſtian » I ſay no; the isno Chriſtian that walkes in praftice 
as my Wife hath done. ” Indeed I mult fayiht'o long as per.ons 
do outwardly hald:and'embrace the Chriſtian faith, in dtaritie 
we are bound:to efeem them Chriſtians, untill they manifeſt 
ſomething tothe: contrary in their converſations': but when they 
break their faith and covenrnt, andall both humane and chriſtian 
bonds , as thy Wifehath done, and:will-not' be admoniſhed nei- 
ther by Min:fters nb--chriftian friends , but'all Sctipture arid 
counſell hath beenreje&ed by h2r , and the wittingly and malj- 
cioufly a&ting againſt the light'of her owne conſcience, it is no 
breach of charity to.efteem ſuch an'one an Infidell or unbeliever 
while they,ſo walke-: for ſuch an'ofie cannot be ſaid'to bea belie- 
verinany her ſence then the Devill isſaid to believe and trem- 
ble: for if ſhe did believe in arty other'ſence , ſhe durſt not a&t 
contrary to the rule of Scriptuteiin breaking faith and ang * 
Wit 
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with God and her husband 3 ihe cannotbe ſaid tobe a chriſtian , 
for believers were firlt called chriſtians at Aztzoch : they werc 
firſt bel:evers:, and then called chrifttans : but ſome Miniſte*s 
have ſaidſhe is worſe then an infidell , for Infidellsadtigno-antly, 
and the ats againit knowledge, 

1 grant allo that the marriage. of Chriſtians is a f,gne of the 
mytticall union between Chrift and his Church 3 but that-ſuch a 
marriage is undiſlolvable , I thinke by what you have ſaid it doth 
not appeare: fo: to thethird Ob;etion you gant that a wife may 
be divorced ſo: fo:nicat.on , and I-thinke I {hall by Seripture 
make it appear , that being divorced for: fornication, the inno- 
cent party may lawfully-marty. To prove th s., thebeft way to 
expound Scripture is to compare Scripture with Scripture : now 

arke 10. 11. it is faid » Whoſoever ſhall put away b:5-wife, ard 
marry another, canayiteth adultery aga uſt her. and Lukes Whoſoever 
putteth away his wife , and marrieth azother,, commuerh adultery : 
and whaſoever marrie. h her that 1s put away fron hzr basband , com- 
»'tteth adultery, theſe Texts you ſay admit of noevaion, ex- 
ception ; nor reſtrietion: but compare them with Mat: 19. 3. 
and they w.ll yeild another ſence. The Phariſes came unto- 
Chriſt tempting hm, and ſ:ying unto him, # : /awfmll for a max 
to pu: away his wife for everycauſe. Chrilts anſwer ſeems to in- 
clude , as.if he (hould ſay no, it is not lawfull for a man to pur 
away h's wife. for every cauſe : for if you do, both he that puts: 
her away for every exule , and marcieth anocher ,, and he thar: 
marrieth her that is put away for every cauſe , both of them com- 
mitteth adultery : this I conceive to be the true menning of both 
theſe Texts , the putring aivay for every cauſz,.and- marrying 
another is to commit adultery : and Moſes (faith he) verſes 8, 
and 9, Becauſe of the hardneſſe of your hearts', ſuſfered - to Pat 
away your wives fo; every cuuſe : but 1 ſay wato 08, thi whoſo- 
ever / any put away his wife except it be for formcation , and marry 
another, committeth adw/tery. but w.thout all peradventure, theſe 
Texts thus compared together , holds forth to us ,.that if the di- 
vorce be for forn.cation , and not for every cauſe, it he marry 
another , he doth not commit adultery: for likewiſe Mar: 5, 32.. 
whoſoever ſhall put away his wiſe except for the cauſe of forrication, 
caxſeth her to comm; adultery: If he put her away forevery wy 

; B 4 ut: 


| (16) 

but if ſhe be put away for fornicar.on, ſhe is the cauſe of her own 
adultery, and he is noadultere: if he marry anothe: , is ificluded 
in theſewords.y/ except for forrication, inall the (liree Evange- 
liſts ;. fo; there cannot be a contradiftion between one of them 
and another , ſperking all by one ſpirit :' therefbre one Text 
mult be compared w:th another xo find out the true ſence, and I 
think it is very clear as above , being thus explainzd by Mar: 
1953» 

Tomberia very clear that being put away for fornication, 
and not for every cauſe, the innocent :party may lawfully marry 
ivithout ſin: and I do humbly cencei ve that it was upon this ac- 
count that the old Lord Primate Docter Uſer and Dofter My: i 
dd ſeperate Mr. Richard Lingart and his W' fe after they had 2 0: 
3 children, and preſently after while the old wife was L.ving he 
matciedthe Organiſts widow of St. Patrick's and was after Arch- 
Deacon of Meath: all.this I can make good. 

- And I humbly conceive from Marke 1v. 12. compared with 
the 1 Cor: 75.15. thatit is as cleare that a w'fe putting away hec 
husband,, and departing from him, - and will not be reconciled , 
the husband may as lawfully marry, as if he had put her away for 
fo:nication and ought not tobe kept in bondage.  Marke 10. 
12. If awom-nput awa yher hucband and be married to arother , (he 
committeth cduliery: but the Evangeliſt doth nor fay that if he 
marry another , afte- ſhe is departedand hath put him away, that 
he commitreth adultery, and St. P-#' faith ab olutely thar he is 
not.in bondage in ſuch caſ?s: the rerſon I conceive is becauſe the 
wife ought to bz in ſub;e&ion to her husband and not he in ſub/ec- 
Con to her : and therefo-e the putting him away, and will not 

2 reconciled doth altzr the caſe fo as to ſet the husband free : a 
brother ora lifter is not in bondage in ſuch caſes. F9r Go! know- 
ing mans weaknes, and requiring that man ſhould be holy inboly 
and mind, and. Go knowing Satans (leights and continuill 
temptations, ſeeking whom he may devour, it Cannot in reaſon 
be im»giened that God would have a man left in ſuch a fo-lo-nz 
condition without a Remedy , th-ough th: perverſneſſe of a whore 
or unbeliever : it doth not ſtand With the bounty and gooInes of 
God toman : its alſo againſt naturall reaſon , and contrary to 
Scripture 3 (Epheſ: 5. 24+) that faith z As the Church i in [ub- 

| jection 


—_— 


z . pd - (- 17 ) . % 

Jef 0 ro Chr ſt, ſo let the Wines te to their own Hubards in e:evy 
things bur it in ſuch caſes the Husband be not ſer free to marry, 
thzn muſt ſole Husbands be in fubjection and bondage to the hu- 


m.0urs of whores , and ſome to infidells and urbelF evers ; and ſhe. 


that Was my wife is both in Scripture-ſence, andI think {inns in 
Sccipture-ſence are of the deepeſt dye: adde alſo to this that1 
have a b 11 of Divorce z Which all conlidered together, 1 ſee nor 
but for all that is yer ſaid againlt it , I may lawfully marry. 

You ſay, and that truly, I have not hitherto'fo much as preten- 
ded that my wife hath committed actuall adultery. 

I reply,the reaſon why I have not, is want of proofe : for it is 


a hard matter to p:ove one a Whore though ſhe were never {6 , 


ouilty, but there 1s as ſtrong preſumprions to perſivade ſhe is o 
as pot ble may be : As firſt before the left me, when Irold her 
ſhe did not reſpe& me as a wife ought to do a husband, ſhe aid 
that the looked upon me but as ſhe d1d upon other menz,and no 0- 
cherwiſe: which is ſuſpicion enoughyto put no difference between 
her husband and other men. Secondly, it hath been taken no- 
tice of by ſeverall that told me, that when (he was not imployed irt 
her call:ng as Midwifeſhe did frequent the company of thote that 
were reputed for who-edome,the vileſt perſons in the Citie ; and 
they would fit and drinke Sacke,and jeare her husband. 3ly. She 
hath been obſerved to goe in evenings to places ſuſpeed for un- 
Cleareſſe, and thoſe that did obſerve it teld me. Fourthly, it is 
reperted by many in this Citie that about the beginning of June 
latt, when ſhe was catried in a Horſe-litter into the County of 
Armagh (where ſhe {til remains for any thing 1 know) ſhe had a 
French diſeaſe upon her : theſe things added to the former rea- 
ſons and arguments of Scripture, I thinke what I plead for cannot 
in reaſon be denyed me; bur it is juft and equall in the ſight of 
God and Man that I ſhould have a Lycenſe to marry, 

To return to the ſecond Obje&ionzthe law of the Land(you ay) 
I miſlake : for if the husband be known to be livingzif it were ie- 
venteeen years, the wife may not marry z and you inſtance Mr. 
Mole was abſent 20 years in the _ 

Reply, 1 ſay that in equity the benefit of the Lav of the ſand 
ſhould be allowed me, for what difference is there between being 
abſ-nt 7 years,and not heard off; mo be abſent 7 years,if there 
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be:nolary (as your Lordihip faid) to require the Delinquent par 

to he: duty» oye benefit hath the one innocent party thei 
husband or wife..more than the other : therefore there is as much 
equity the one ſhoald have liberty as the other. *. As fo: Mr. Mole 
his condition: and this we ſpeake of, are much different ; for Mr. 
Mole would have come hone if he might, and ſhe that was my 
wife might have come home, and was much ſought to for to cone, 


' and ſhe would not; therein the caſe alters. And Galleatins be- 


ingin the ſame condit.on thit I am, as to the abſence of his w:fe, 
yet nt altogerhez in the ſame mannersfor he left h.s wifeand my 
w.fe left me, and I havea Divo:ce. and he had none, yer the Di- 
vines in Germary allowed him to marry anothe:: and therefore. 
I &1l affi:me (till better rexſons be (ſhewed to the contrary) that 
both the Laiv of GoJ, and the example.of the Church in Germ: y, 
and the pratic: of Dr. #{ker and Dc. Martin towards Mr, Lingar: 
here in Jrelard, are all for mz that I may lawcully marcy :. and if 
there be no law to require a iv.fz to performe the duty of 1 wife, 
nor to pun. Th her fo: her diſob2dience , I ſee! not hoy there can 
be any Law [in equity] againitme, to h;nde- m2 f:om marriage, 
Tocome again tothe 3 Obje& on: you b:ing Row: 7, 24&3, 
verſes. The womzn whith hah a bu bard,is bound by: he Law to her 
huhand as long as be live:h ; bus if the husbar d be dead, ſhe is looſed 
from the law of her hasbanl :. ſa then,if while her hucb-nd live h, (he: 
be married to ano:hergſpe ſhall be called an adul: mk .an1 1 Cor:7.39. 
The wife is bound by the Law as long as the byrban| live: h. | 
Fep/y, I humbly conce've. [under favour | this Argument will 
not hold out we2'ght in thzbullance of the Sanctuary : for. if ſhe 
vere put away jultly ſor fo-nicutionzth2n the marriage is d:({olved, 
as I ſhewed before our of the 3 Evangeliſts, tht wh'ch-Ithinke; 
w:ll carry it though you ſay marriage cannot be diſſolved. Well, 
ſhe being juſtly put away fo: fornication, he that marrieth 
he: commirte:h. uncleanneſſe with h2r,b2cauſe ſhe was an H1 lot ; 
4 bat k;ow ye r0:, that be that is joyned to an hurlot 1s one body, for 
two ſab be ſhall be o e fle+:\ 1 Cor:6. 15,16.) and ſhall I take the 
members o” Chriſt and make them the members of an Harlot, God 
forvid ) If the were pur away unjultly for eve-y caule,as it ſeems 
then th2y uf2d to mik2 private divorces Withour Lycenſe from 
either Magittrate or Miniſter; and herein though.ſhe were in- 
nocent 


» + 


C23 Sufi.» wu ee er 4" fy ; k 
. HE TR o TaiT " 4 "3 > » ; Oo , * " s . "" - " v , 
4 'Þ 5 4- By - ws : , : 


**, o C k.4 ad |; 
 wx% SAS # 


(19) 
nocerit as to the-etuſe of divorce, yet ſhe was blame-worthy and 
g4ilcy of lin, in not appealing to the Governours of the Church or 
Co.nmonwealth, or to both for juitice, and they ought to have re- 
lieved her, and required the husband to performe th duty ofa huſ- 
band to her, and not have {uffered the Land(by fuch unlawfull ſe- 
arat.on) to be polluted : and her negle& of this, and ſubmitring 
er ſelfe to an unlawfull private Divorce, makes her & him thar 
marrieth her,both guilty of uncleanneſſe. | 
But this is not my cond:tion, it: is farr different from ſuch 
proceedings : for I have tomy hazard both of life and Lbzrty uſed 
all | 110m means toreclaim her lince ſhe left me, bur to no parpeſe 
ajd I have been reſtrained of my liberty for 25: dayes together , / 
for contending againſt ſuch private ſeparations : and I have ap- 
pealed both to Magiſtrates and Miniſters , when the times and 
panes were ſo corrupt that I could not have juſtice, untill the 
ord brought home his Majeſty, to whom I made my plaint and 
caſe known , whoupon the reading of my petition:gave His Roy- 
all Aſſent that two Biſhops ſhould order the matter according to 
juſtice : and they cadiietng her long abſence , and that the 
man hath no power over his own body bur the woman , and that 
ſhe had broke the bond of wedlocke in departing ſo long, and 
defrauding her husband of due benevolence , which by the bond 
of marriage ſhe was ingagedtoy 1 Cor: 3. 3. 4. 5. and thatat that 
preſent before them ſhe refuſed to be reconciled ; whereupon the 
tivo Biſhops gave me a bill of Divorce according to 1 Cor: 7. 15. 
If the w1.believer will depart let her depart, a brother or a ſiſter us r0t 
in bordage in ſuch caſes : and Marks 10.12. If a woman ſhall pat 
awt'y her husbard , ard be married to a: other, ſte committeth adul- 
tery: which doth imply, as the Text above do:h, that he ts not 
in bondage : ſo that if h2 upon that account marry another , he 
doth not commit adultery, becauſe ſhe denies the duty ofa wite : 
and God did o:dain that man ſhould not live alone, but ſhould 
Eave a helpe met for him : and therefore if a w'fe thit ſhould be 
a helpe to him, to keep his veſſell/ irr holinzfle .and-hononr to 
Gol, if the break her Covenant with God and with her husband, 
(hall I be kzpt in bondage after all this, and the Scriptures ſay in 
ſuch caſzs a man is not in-bondage. I pray you is 1t not contrary 


both to'ths Lay of God and man, and naturall reaſon that I, 
C2 ſhould 
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ſhould ſuffer for my wives trangreſſiony if ſhecommit mitcther', 
muſt I bz hanged for her murther : or ifſhz canmit adultery, muſt 
I do pennince all my life after , to live out ofa married condition 
for her adultery or ſeparating her ſelfe from me, though I have 
never ſomuch need of a wife; thiswerea ſad pennanceindeed for 
her who:zedone. But perhaps you will ſay ſhe is not # Whore, I 
ſay ſhe i5in Sccipture-ſence , if ſhe be not otherwiſe; and Sccip- 
ture-ſence is the bet ſence, and beſt proofe to prove a Whore by: 
for it is very well knowne that according to the Lawesof Men , -it 
is a very hard task2 to prove a Woman to be a whore : but 1 have 
ſhew:d you enough before to perſwade reaſonable men that ſheis 
nolefſz. I hope the Scriptures ſhallnot be ſtreched like Cloth 
upon tenter-hookes to keep men in ſuch.caſes ſtilt in bondage : 

104 is moze gracious than men , tob.nd ſuch hervy burthens, 
and lay them upon m2ns ſhoulders, which themſelves w;1l not 
touch with one of their fingers. 

- You ſay further from the 1 Cor: 7, 10, 11. that St Pas! cannot 
bz underitood to-ſpeak of one who had no juſt cauſe of ſepe-ation ; 
f>r then hecould not have ſaid , Let her remain #nmarred', or be 
reconciled to her hutbard. 

Reply. L humbly conceive theſe words w:ll bzar another con- 
ſtruion,mo-e agree1ble to 0:her Scriptures : for you ſpeak of juſt 
cauſe of ſeparation, for which ſhe ſhould remain unmarried, o: bz 
reconciled ; but donor tell us what that juſt czuſe might be: if 
you mean her Husbinds fornication or adukee-y, then the Scrip- 
ture tells us plainly in the 3 Evangeliſts explained by Mar:19.3. 
that upon a lawfull divorce, ſhe nzeded not toremain unmarcied> 
for bzing divo:ced for her Husbands fornication,ſhe mighe marry; 
becauſe the could not (upon that account) retarn-agairrand bz re- 
conciled to him, but in fo do:ng the ſhould (in, by making the 
members 0* Ch-ift the m:mb2rs of ar-Harlot : 1 Cor: 6. 15,&16. 
therefore it muſt be ſome inferiour cauſe 07 ſzparation , as ſome 
raſh or unadviſed act, for wh'ch ſhe m ght departfor a time, and: 
remtin unmarried untill her husbands rage or anger were paſt, and 
ta2y reconcilzd agiin. And I do-humbly conceive:, thit where 
a Text w.ll bear adouble conftrution , it is mot agreeable to the 
1'ndand will of God toexpoundit in tharſence, that in obſerving 
tt:rzof peſons may be preſervedas much as may bz f om tempta- 
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tions to fin g rather than to expound it in ſuch aſenceasby obſer. 
ving thereof perſons ſhall be laid open to molt ho-rid temptations 
tolin:; and I dovecely believe thatthe late Locd Primate and De. 
Martin did ſeperate Mr. L:ngar: and his wife upon this account ; 
which Mr. L:»gart about 3 or 4 months afrer married another wife, 
while the firlt was living z Which if it had not been lawfull to have 
been done , I preſume thoſe precious ſervants of Jeſus Chriſt Dr. 

{her and Dc. Martin would not have ſuffered it to have been done. 

In the next place you (ay it is evidenced by right reaſon that if 
perſons could ſo eaſily unmacry themſelves, what a doore it would 
open to Perjuries » ſubo:dinations , and ſlaundees of innocent 
perſons , &Cc. ; 

Rep!y. This is as if Children ſhould not have bread becauſe 
fometimes Doggs ſnatch it from them. Shall the Children of GoJ 
be debarred ihe:r lawfull Lberty for fear the Children of Beliall 
ſhoald draw falſe Concluſions from ſound Principles: or (ball in- 
nocents b2 puniſhed with tranſgreſlors foc company. If my caſe 
were weigh:din the bullance of right reaſon , I could not be denied 
my deſire : how have I purſued all lawfull means that could be in- 
vented and procured (Do&to:s of Divinity, and Miniſters, and 
Chriſtian friends) toperſwade my Wife to own me as a Husband , 
andſhe would not , nor (hewany reaſon but her own will: and I 
have ſhewed your Lordihip(in my other paper)four ſeverall rea- 
ſons, that if I havea Lycence to marry, yet no wicked perſon 
can make my condition a preident for them to follow. 

"grant as you ſay it is evidenced by the Word of God and the 
light ofnaturall reaſon , that Marriage ought to bz kept ſacred and 
undiffolvable; ir ought ſo : but if one party break the Bond, itis 
againſt the Word of God and the light of naturall reaſon ,, that the. 
11777” mg ſhould be puniſhed all h's life long for the Nocents 
tranſgreTion. What you ſay of Mr. Mo!e 0: others comes not near 
my caſe : fo- asI ſaid before they would have come home, if they 
might ; and my wife might have cone ifthe would, and his bezn 
25 much ſolicited to: come as might b2y. and this was Galleatizs 
caſe, his wife would not come at him, for which the Divines in 
Germazy ſuffered him to marry while the firſt wife was living. 

To my fuurth Obje&ion you are lilent , wh'ch was to this eff:& 
that ſeing it do:h appear for any ag that is yet ſaid _— 
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22 ) | | 
thataccording tothe Word oexn; that he who/T wife CSmmireh 
aculterys arid hewhoſe wife departeth from him ind denies the 
duty of a wife, as tnine hath done th. $7 yearsand 5 months , may 
lawfully marry : and I have ſhewed you that Dr. #ſter and Dr. 
Martin did allow it; and the Chirch in Geryvar.j arid New-Emgland 
hath allowed marriage in ſach caſes : then I ſay if there be no law 
to compeſl a wife (deſerring her husband) to her duty; nor to pu- 
Kiſh her for her diſobedience , and if there be any tav of men to 
reftrain'the Husband in ſuch a caſe f: om marriage, then whether 
is that Law that reſtrains him a juſt law,according to the Wo:d of 
(3647- o: whether is it not rather againſt the Word of God , and 
the practice of other Churches: anda binding of mens Conſcienees 
toinſupportable burthens? and whether is not ſuch a Law (ifany 
ſuch there be) a ſetting of their threſholds againit God's threſholds, 
and their potts by bis pots Ezck : 43. 8. compared with Iſa: 29, 
73. Their fear towards me is raught by the precepts of men. 
Indeed T knovy nor of any ſuch Lew , my fiudy hath been more in 
Divinitie, neither did I ever know where to get a Booke of Ca- 
nons to acquaint my'ſelfe with-that Law : but it ſeems ſtrange to 
me ifamoneſt all the Canons there be nonetopuniſh a Husband or 
wife'that refuſerh'to perſorme the duty of a Husband or wife. 

Tomy 5 Argument, you ſay Irunintoone or two erro's more , 
01x; That every ofdinary Divorce is forbidden as a breach of 
Gods commantid, What God hath joyzed together , let no! ma; put 
aſunder : Mat: 19.6. afid that Ifay there is'no o:her exuſe of 
Divorce but only fornication. 

Reply. This heavy charge of one ortwo errors, I (hall eaſily 
wipe uf »* for I do nor ſay there is no other cauſe of Divorce but 
fornication; for I ſaid in my other paper , and I fay inthis, that 
an unbelieving wife departing from her Husband , and denying 
the duty of a wife , and will not be reconſiled to her husband, it 
iseauſe 6f divorce as well as fornication , if the Scripturemay be 
believed beſore private fancy .1 Cor: 7: 3 4 5, 11,15. If the un- 
believer depart, a brother by a ſiſter 15 1.0t in bondage in ſach caſes. 
Nay I thinke it is nofalſe Expoſiaion toſay further , that whether 
ſhe be a believer or unbzliever , if ſhe depart , and perliſt in it , 
and will not be reconciled , it is cauſe of divorce ; otherwiſe the 
Arofile would have ſaid a brothet or a ſiſter is not in bondage T 
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23.) 
fich a caſe » inthe Gngular number , in caſe of the-unbelievers 
deparring : but he ſaith A bother or a ſiſter is not in bondage in 
fuch caſes ; ſpeaking of more caſes than one : which may well be 
underſtool not only of an unbeliezers departing , bur in the like 
caſe of a believers departing, if the continue obſtinate and un- 
reconcjable , a brothe: or a liſter is not in bondage in ſuch caſes. 
Further you $9 Text Mat: 19: 6. is underſtood properly 
of diflolving the bond of marriage for ever , (as you ſay I would 
have it) and not of leſſe: ſeparations made out of prudence or piety 
foc a time, If1:d before and I ſay till that except the Bithops 
| made that D:vorce between me. and my wife , upon the account 
, of my W.tes bzinga Whore in Scripture-ſence, 06: elſe upon account 
of her departing and not perfo:ming the. duty of a wife ,. one or 
both , as I writ to them of the lawfulnes of ſuch a Divorce, and 
of the Germans D:vines allowing the like to Galeatinr, before 
they mile ths Divocce : I iheved theſe reatons why I deiired 
it » oc elie tohave my Wife to1-ve with me. Waich ſhe bcfn:e 
then did refuie. I ſry exce-t.th:y made this Divorce upon this- 
account , wh'ch you ly d flolves marriage for ever , the Biſhops 
mu't nee |s fall under che brzach of that preeept, Thoſe whows 
God h-th wy. ed : ogetber, let 10: 1321 put aſurder: for this divorce 
cannot bz unde: io04{as your Lodthip ſpeaks) of lefſe- teparations 
fora time, but of 2 yer7e:uall D:vorce; for the B.lho's bound us 
in five hundred pound Bonds apzece , that we thould not owne 
one the 0: her , nor one the others eitare ; andb dus totake lerve 
of one ano her as it one 07 us We-e going to the grave: therefore 
it Cannot be nnderito94 of 2 leflzr Divorce for a timz , but ofa 
perpetuall difloluc;on of marriage for ever , 0: elſe the Biſhops 
{tand guilty of the brexch of the prece»vt, Mat:19.-6.Thus, bochac- 
cording to che Word of Gol,and the Luves of men, I mean the 
Biſhops and His Mije'ties Royall aſſent ,. the bon4 of marriage 
is diflolved ; what h:nd2rs then bnt I may have Lycence to mar- 
ry :- and whereas I fay there can bz no divorce t:om bed and board 
(as ſone call it) except i: be with cor ſent for a time , and come toge- 
ther again » leaſt Satan temp! ithew to ircontine: cy. 1Cor: 7,5. bur 
it isablolutely againtt this and thatprecept Mar: 19. 6. and 1 Cor: | 
7. 3z4 5. I beſeechyou let not thisbe condemned fo- an erroc { 
which 15 jutified by Scriptuce. 1 your diftinAions of rempo- $ 
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| ( 24) | 
rary Divorces and leſler ſeperations & divorces of prudence an4 
piety, 1 find no ſuch diftinetions of Divorces jn Scripture z. and 
I dare 'not pinne my faith upon any mans opinion Without Scrip- 


ture-proofe : 1 pray youbear With my plainneſſe, for I have read - 


in an ancient Author , that one Lay-man bringing Scripture-to 
prove his aſſertion , was to be preferred before a whole Counſell 
that decreed things without warrant from Scripture : and Iread 
of noſuch Duvorces'in Scripture , except it be for every cauſe , 
Mat: 19. 3. and that Chriſt himſelfe condemns as unlayfull. 
And if any married perſons ſhould be ſo deſperately wicked as to 
endeavour to kill, or pdiſon or intice to Herel'e or Blaſthemy, 
or the like , the Mageſtrates by Law may take order and ſecure 
the innocent. party, Without making Divorces not Warrantable 
by Scripture, and which oftentimes proves a bane to the intiocent 
party, and binds him to more bondage then the Nocent. 

To the 6&7 Arguments Where I prove my Wife to be a whore 
in Scripture-ſence,you ſay I miſtake : for it is probable the Levites 
wife did more then depart, and though a-Levite might not marry 
a known whore ; yet being married, he might pardon, or conceal, 
o- connive at her lewd courſes. 

Reply. 1 conceive it not ſo much as probable that ſhe did any 
more thin depart Without his conſent, that was enough: for the 
Seripture mentions not that ſhe did any more, for whichſhe was 
Called a whore : for if ſhe had been an aQuall whore ſhe ſhould by 
the L1wv have been Roned to death, Levn: 20. 10. neither had it 
been Ja\vfull for him to have taken her again, Levit:21.7. and 1 ſay 
he could not pardon nor connive at her lewd courſes ſoas to take 

er again: 1 Cor:6.13z15,16.The body x5 not for fornication,bat for 


the Lord. What, know ye rot that your bodies are the members of 


Chriſt > (ball I then take the members of Chriſt and make them (he 
member: of an harlet, God forbida\ What, krow ye not thathe th t « 
foyred to an harlot is one body, for two (ſaith he) ſhall be called one 
eh. Theſe Scriptures ſhews plainly, that if abelievers wife 
playes the Harlot, he ought not, nor cannot (without grievous hn) 
Joyne himlel'e to her again ; for in ſo doing he diſhonours Chri 


and makes his members the members of an Hazlot, Now if ſuch 


an innocent party-have not liberty to marry, then, is he (for his 
wifes ſinne)in perpetual bondage 3ll his lite after, except he will 
Joyne 
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jo7re with his wife again, and ſo make the members of Chriſt th 
menbersof an Harlot : but as for my w.fe, if I would, ſhe'would 
F not one me asa Husband : I detire it may be bettet con: dered »f 
for to ſay, that neither for civill whoredome | as you call a wifes 
deſerting hz7 Husband | nor carnall whoredome doth free the huſ- 
band no further then from conjugall duties,is ſuch a diftin& onas 
I am aſſured is no: ſuitable to Scripture, Grace, and Belevers pri= 

: viledges : thole that thus deal with men, do as much as in them: 
; ly=th to provoke them to incontinency : but as I ſd before De, 

; Kher & Dr Martindeilt not fo With Mr. Lingartyfor without doubt 
if either the Wife deſert her Husband, or play the harlot, for they 

are both one in Scripture-ſence, the innocent party may lawfully 

marry rather than bu:ne ; and thoſe that It.nder ſuch,mutt aniwer 

fo* their ſinns,if they tranſgreſle; and all men have not the gift of 

contin2ncie. 

Then you that toimagine that ſhe who deſerts her Husband,and 
ſhe who takes another into his b2d, are both alike guilty of the 
dreach of wedlock,ind both to be puniſhed W:th the ſame puniſh- 
ment, as you charge me to ſay, it is youſay ridiculous, 

' Reply. My Lo'd, {f you look bick upon my paper again, you 
w.1l find it is your miſtake and not mine : for I do not name car- 
riall whoredome, of a womans taking another into her Husbands 
bed ; but this I 1aid, that ſpirituall whoredome,forſak'ng the Lord, 
and that which you call civ.!l whoredome, a wife deterting her 
Husband,Col1 threatens to puniſh both with one and the ſame pu- 
niſhment,Ezek;16.38. and if this be ridiculous to ſpeak in Scrip-" 
ture language, I know not hoiv to pleaſe men; but the Apoſtle 
h1.h targht me, that if I yet ſeek to plenſe men, I ſhould not be. +87 
the ſervant of Chciſt:Galat:1.10. But now being put to it I wilfay £ 
ſomething to the Charge : 1 do conce've that Blaſphemy and ſpi- 
, r:tuall whoredome | which is forlaking the Lo-d | beinglinns com- 
, mitted immediately againſt God,are as great (inns, if not greater 
. | then thoſe ſintts committed againſt men, ſuppoſe it to be carnall 
} Whoredome or oiher : and if io that ſpirituall who:edome be as 
\ oreat a ſin as carnall who-edome , and a wife deſerting her Hus- 

band to be puniſhed w:th the ſame puniſhment , that (piri- 
- twill whoredome is to be puniſhed with; thena Wife de- 
_ ſerting her Husband ought to þ. puniſhed with the ſame puniſh- 
ment that carnall whoredome is puniſhed with , be it Divorce , 
ns Wert _ CO EESY Oz; 
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( 26 } - 
er What elſe, you will make carnall who:edome greater 
fin hen ſpirituall whoredome, and I thinke this.is.not ridiculous:: 
for a W. fe departing, and w.ll noc be reconciled,it is a breach of 
wedilocke, becauie the Husband hath. not power over his own body, 
buc the Wife ; and(he ought to-render him due benevolence: yea, 
it is ſuch a lin as God will puniſh vvith the ſame puniſhment as he. 
doth ſpiritual whoredome., Ezck; £6. 38. 1mill judge thee as 
women that break; wedlock,and ſhed blood, art judge. | 
_ You grant that the marriage of Chriſtians is a ligne of the myſti-. 
call union between Chriſt -and his.Church : then I ay from this. 
un.on(Epheſe 5. 32.) we may draw th:s Concluſ.on , that a w;fe. 
forſaking her Husband, and willnot be reconciled, it isin Scrip- 
ture-ſence Haclotry or whoredome, as foffaking the Lord is called 
ſpirituall whoredome : ſz: 1. 4. com red with the 21., They- 
have forſaken the Lord, How ts the faithfull Citie become an Harlot, 
ſo-a wife forſaking her husband , and forgetting the Covenant of 
het God, 0: promiſe of Marriage, Prov: 2. 17. isthere called' 
2 Harlot t. and. Jeren:2..3. 3. compared with 20. They hedſt a 
whores forehead, thou refuſedſt to returre, 4s 4 wife treachery. ſl 
eth from her Hu:band. Now thus to depart (as mine hat 

done this 7 years and 5 months) is a breach of wedlocke, Cor: 7. 
3» 455+ for the ought to-be in ſubje&ion toher Husband as the 
Church is 10-Chrilt ,. Epheſe: 5. 24. by the mylticall union that is 
berweer: Chriſt and his Church , which marriage is a ſ'gne of : * 
but here I ſhall forbzar to proceed any further , for I think I have 
made it clear enough to any indifferent man that may readit, 
both by Scripture and ſound Arguments, that I ought to be ſer 
free and have Lycenſe'to marry, Waich 1 hope your Lordſhip w.1t 
op1nt me; otherwiſe I (hall humbly beg your Lo dihips Rejo;nde-,. 
to know what further reaſons can be alledged againſt me, Iremain 


Novem: 27 Jour Lordſh'pi moſt humble. 
1661, and unworih y ſervant 
George Preficke. 
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Fhving ptoceeded rhus fatre, and ſent him my Reply, about 2 
week or ten dayes afrec I w2nt tohim, toknow if Tſhould expe 
any further ſatisfaction to the Queſtion ,' but received none ; for 
With a f:o\yning countenance he ſid. What do you thinke that 
you have received the Spirit to expound the Scripture more that 
other men ? Do you thinke you have a Cloven-head upon yours? 
(what he nieantby Cloven-head, I leave others to judge: ) I do 
proteſt (ſaith he ) the Paper I have given youal-eadyy's my Judge- 
ment ; Which Iw:llliveanddye in. But hoy unlikzly that Paper 
is toſatisfie a ſcrupulous Conſcience , let them that readit, and 
the Reply toir, judge. Asformel cannot live by an implicite 
faith; for Iam like the Bereans, AG; 17. 11. One that can be- 
I2ive nothing {though delivered by an Apoſtle) withourſerrehing 
the Sctiptures daily whether thoſe things beſo: and if I be m:ſt1- 
ken I would be thinkfull to any, that in the ſpirit of meckneſſe 
Would by Scripture-arguments and reafon ſhe me my miſtake, 
for as yet it isnot done : and there are both Bithops and Minilters 
of very eminent Guifes & learning , of thz fate Judgement With 
me in this point , that it is lavwfull for me to marry, 

Suppoſe rhe Church of Rome , andſome few Proteſtants are of 
opinion that divorced perſons may not marry Ido conceive 1 am 
not bound to ſubmit to their Judgement , becauſe I find bo:h the 

fProteſtan, Churches hath allow- 
ed the innocent party to marry : and as Peter & Joh« ſaid As 4. 
19. Whether it be r19ht inthe ſicht of God , to hearken arto then 
more than un's God , judge ye. 

To what I have (aid, I ſhall adde this , I have been credibly 
info:med that about the beg'nning of the Rebellion in Ireland , 
L'evtenant Coll: Hewſon ſued out a Divorce before Arch-Deacon 
Buckley in Dublin, and after he was d:vo-ced , Whilethe firſt wife 
was living, the Arch-Deacon himſelfe did joyne the faid Liev: 
Collonell and another woman together in marriage : and was this 
lawfull then, aud is i t not lawfull now : ana Was it thouHit law- 
full by the late Reverend Lord Primate Dr. Uſzer(whom all Exrope 
reverenced for piety & learning) and Dr. Marty to ſeperate Mr. 
Lirgart and his wite , and preſently after Mr. Lingart married 
another while the firſt wif: was living , and is it not lawfull for 
menoiv, beinzdivorced by His Majeſties Royall Aſſent : and was 
ET Enna T_T — - 
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is thought {avyfull by the Poteſtant Church in Germyry to ſuffer © 
Galleatis: to marry another , becauſe-his wifeyvould not live with. 
him, though he had no Divorce; and is it not lawfull fo: me now 
to marry that hath a Divorce , and my W.fe hath fo:ſaken me 7 
years and 5 months. . What an Iron-age is this that we live in? 
I could inſtance ſone ſuch like paſſages as theſe above , that hath 
beenallowed of in Englaud; but I fo:bear, 1 thinke here is enough 
to ſatisfy rexſonable men that reads it. 

Thus much I thought I was bound in Conſcience todeclir2 to 
the world , toclear my ſelfe fron ſcandall , befaze I would take 
anothec w fe, to.prove the lawfullnes, thereof as you ſze I have 
don? bo:hby Scripture , an4reaſon, andthe practice ofPco:eltant 
Churches, le any through ignorance ſhouldſay, I praR'ce that 
myſelie I condemne in oth2rs ; becauſe I have ſet fo:thina Booke, 
the pradtice of Anabaptiſts in Germzxy, who hid many wives at 
once : but I have had none almott this eight years , but only the 
nane 6f one,unti1l I got a Divorce, And thoÞ thac cin procure 
Zemty's Booke | and rerd him upon D;vo'ce both for AJultery & 

eſertion , may befurther info:med of the innocent parties liber- 


' ty to marry in ſuch caſes ; and I may juſtly ſay I have hid the ad- 


vice of twenty B:ſhops, DoQtors and Miniſters, and none but 
this Biſhop ſpoke againſtit, but all concludzd that it was lawiull 
for me to maxrcy. 


George Preſlicke., 
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Certain Quzries touching the ſilencing of 
Godly Miniſters, ec, 


John 3.3. Verily, verliy, T ſay uneo thee, except a man” 

be borne again he cannot enter mo the Kingdom of God. ' 
Obſervefrom this Text, firſt, thatno'man living and dying 
in that naturall condition in which he is bo n, except he dye 
in Infancie , for to ſuch there may be by the free grace of God, 
"Ka ſecret impuration of the merits & righteouſneſſe of Jeſus 
Chriſt , imputed unto them fo: ſalvation : but thoſe that /live to 
years , and are capable to underſtand when they are taught ,'ex- 
cept they bz regenerated and borne again, rhey cannot ſee the Kirg- 

dome of God: thatis , they cannot enter intothe K'ngdome of God. 
Secondly, I oblerve out of Joh» 10. and Remans 10. that the 
ordinary means that God hath ordained to worke faith andconver- 
fion in ſuch as ſhall be ſaved, is the Miniſtry of the Word z that is 
the Word of God preached. Ro: 10. 14, 15. Hoſhall they heay 
without a preacher ; and how ſhall theypreach except they be ſent. that 
is ſuch as God ſends, and furniſheth with Guifts rightly to divide 
the word , and to bring out of Gods treaſure things new & old, 
and to give every one their po-tions in due ſeaſon : that is , com- 
fort to whom comfort b2longs, toedify and build them up 
in their mot holy faith : and reproofe and reprehenſion to whom 
it belo1gs, tocell [ſraell hs trangrelſions » andthe houſe of Jacob 
their linns, that at the day of Judgement when the Bookes of mens 
Conſciences ſhallbz opened, their condemnation may appear to 
be jult ; that they were inftru&ed in the truth which they reze&ed 
and dehorted from: and were reproved for their (infull wayes , 
th2y walked into their owvne deſtruction. Such faithfull Paſtors 
may ſay as Iſaiah, Iſa: 8. 1. Behold here an I and the children thas 
thou hiſt given me: or that thou halt made me inftrumentall by my 
Miniſtry to them in the worke of their Converhon: .when idle 
Drones, and dumme D2g2s, and covetous Cormorants that ſeek 
the fleece moe thin th: flock, and topleaſe men more than God, 


which run before they are ſent , fo: filthy-Lucres-ſake , theſe will 
D 31 have 
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. have nothing us ſayfo: themſelves, but w.ſh the, Mountains and 
| Rocks io falf 


on tem, atrd-tover them, f:o:m the face'of him 
that (its upon the, Throne» &c } 
Thirdly, I have obſerved with grief of heart , and Ihumbly 
lire it may be ſeriouſly conſidered of by all whom ir doth or may 
cqucern,that .many.godly and faithfull Miniſters, ſuch as no man 
can deny but they have deen inftcumentall by their Miniſtry to 


the converſion of many ſouls, but they are noiy (ilenced, and not 


ſuffereg to preach , for refuſing ſubſcription to that which they iy 
is part of it the Ordinances of men , and not agree'ng with the 
Ordinances of God), and they are ſo;bidden toplow with an Oxe 
and an Aﬀe together : and they lay it. is very rare, if ever there 
were any ſoul converted by the reading of that Forme of Prayer 
only ; but they can make it appear that many hundreds have been 
converted by the preaching of the Word only, which they are 
hindred from the exerciſing of their guifts in z though many of 
them would be glad they might be ſuffered to preach in Places 
that are yacant' though they had nothing for their pains : and 
they-lay that Preaching beingan Ordinance of Divine inltitution; 
and thoſe things they refuſe to ſubſcribe (they ſay) is but part of 
Divine and part of Humane inſtitution: and therefore they think 
they have not equall dealing that they are (ilenced from prexch- 
ing for not reading ſuch a Forme of Common-Prayer, &c. and (6 
many preferred as hath been , that many of them could ſcarce 
ever preach, butread only : and they delire it may be conlidered 
of , whether the profit that comes by the latter will countervail 
the dammage of proh:biting the former from preaching in theſe 
finfull gloomy dayes, and places of ignorance z and which mighr 
be the moſt probable and powerfull means thz moſt to advance 
Gods glory, and to convince {inners and turne them from their 
ſinns: is it becauſe they cannot ſee with nther mens eyes, 
thar thzy may not be allowed to worſhip God in his own inſtitu- 

2d Ordinances , without ſubſcribing tothz.Ordinances of Men ? 
as toread Aporripha inſtead of Canonicall Scripture, of which 
Aprerypha they ſay ſome part of it , ſeems to be untrue ; as to in- 
flance one place, Tob:t 12 chap: appointed to be read for the firſt 
Leſſon at evening Prayer the fourth of Cober, In the 5 chap: & 
4 verle , Tobias went toſeck a man to go with him to _— 

an 
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and he found Raphae# (faith that verſe ).that was an Angell : and' 
verſe the 12. he calls himſelfe Azrias the ſon of Aranias the 
great, and of thy Brethren, faith he to Toby : and verſe the 
13. Tobit faith, he knew h:s fathec Anamas, when they went 
together to Jeryſa/emtoworthip: and chap: 12. verſe 15. He calls 
himſelfe again Raphael, one of the {even Angells which preſents 
the prayersof the ia:ints, Now this is contracy to the Doctrine of 
the Church of Englard , and all our Proteſtant Churches, that 
Angells ſhould preſentthe Saints Prayers , and fo become their 
Mediator or Inte-ceſſo: ; we leave* that to Papiſts, for we own 
no Mediator or Interceſſor between God & Man , but the Man 
Chriſt Teſw:, Thus you ſee he calls himſelfe Azarias the ſon of 
Ananas, and of Tobit's Brethren ; and in another place he calls 
| himſelfe Raphael one of the ſeven Angells.Now they ſayzthat the 
| impoling of this and ſuch like,inſtead ofCanonicalScripture,makes 
j them that they cannoe ſubſcribe z for God is not worſhipped with 
pf Mens hands , nor with mens tongues , except it be in a way:of 
his own inſtitution : He will be ſarttified in all that draw near un: 0 
i hm. I could ſay much more , but I forbear , for a word tothe 
R wiſe is ſuff.c ent. 
For my own particular, I conceive a Litturgy in th2 Church 
1s very uſefull:, that ignorant perſons that cannot-pray, may by 
often reading and: hearing it read , learne to pray ina forme of 
Prayer: yet Ithink it thould be ſuch as both the Prayers and 
Leſſons to b2 read , ſhould be ſuitable to Canonicall Scripture ; 
and not ſuch as is mentioned before : and ſo compoſed for matter: 
and manner as other parts of Gods worſhip be not hindred, 


But f:om what hathbzen ſaid , this Queſtion 
may ariſe , 2:2. 

Whether the ſilencing of G odly 11 inſters be not very near of h_» ts- 
| the hilling of ihe two Witneſſes? ſpoken of Revelation 11.. 
$ chapter, and 3 & 7 verſes. 

For wirh ſubmiſſion to better - Judgements ,. it is humbly con- 
ceived, that by the two Witneſles is ignified, all the faithful Prea- 
2 chersand Profeſſors of the Truth which in all Ages have oppoſed ; 
** Popery, andall other Herefies. They arte called Witneſſes , 


decauſe.they bear witnes tothe Truth , and they are ſaid ro be but 
Da to. 
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two, becauſe two is the lexſt number in bearing witnes,” Is the 
 womth of two three Witreſſes , ſhall every word ſtand. And th's 
Prophecy didforetell, that ropery and Herefy (hould ſogerierally 
prevail, that few in compariſon of the adverſe party ſhould opgole 
them.” Theſe Witneſſes ate ſaid to proj hecy in fackeloth, bgni- 
fying the mournful condition they ſhould be in, by the prevai ing 
Fower of their adverſaries , that they ſhould lead a forrowfull life 
In this wo-1d, they ſpend not their time 1nJollit y, nor worldly Pompe, 
ard bratery : and verſe the 4, they are compared to two Olive 
trees ; for by the preaching of Gods Ward the oyle of the Spirit 
is dropt into tender penitent hearts: and they are compared to. 
wwoCandleſticks, that as the Candleftick bears the Candle to give 
lighrto orhers, ſo faithfull Preachers holds forth the Ighr of (30ds 
Wo-d in time of greateſt darknes. And whereas it 1s ſaid thit 
theſz two Witneſſes were killed by their adverſaries , we mult 
take notice that there are ſeverall forts of killing , beſides the. 
killing with the ford : there is a killing with the tongue as well 
as with the Hand, calling Men, Schiſmatick, Obinare , Turbu- 
lent , and Peſtilent pertors, - Which cannot be proved that they 
are ſuch : and St. Joh tell us, 2 me 3.15. That. Whoſeeter 
hate:h his brother is a murtherer, ard ye krow that no mirtherer bath 
eterndll lift abid'ng in h'm, and verſe 14. He that loveth 0: his bro- 
ther,” abideth in death.” and faith our Saviour , He that ſanh tohis 
brother, thou fool , 'ſhul' be in dancer of Hell fire, Butif there 
were love amongſt Brethren, there would be more bearing and 
fo-bearing offor infirmities,and ſcruples of Conſcience,fo: which 


thy dare not ſublcribe., &c. 


'- A ferord Onerie may be this , vint. 

Whether the Lonely ore Act of th. Beſt that had the 
wound of a f(vo:d , and did live. "Rerel: 13, 14. be not ment bf 
thz ere&ing of an externull Forme of Eccle{iaſticall Government, . 
| like ſome Government. that had been before : and what Covern- I 
I ment this making With Image of the Bzaft is , 1 delire toknow: 

, Fo: the beaſt hi "hiv the 6 verſe, to blaſpheme God , 
I | and his Tabernac Mis his Chutgþ and Peo;lk : and in the 7 
IT verſe,” He is ſaid*to make warre with the Saints, and overcome 
4 2.94 theth that is, with we temporall Fvord , though they —_ 
| . mM 
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kim wth the ſpirituall (ord, and itis aid in the $ verſe, that 
rhe per of the Bealt ſhould be fo great , that all that dwelt upon 
the Earth ſhould wotſhip him. thatis, by ſubmirring to h.s Edicts 
& Government , even all under his juriſdion or Domin.on , 
whoſe Names are not Written in the Booke of Life. Iris faid af- 
ter , thatſuchas would not ſubmit to his Government, muſt nei- 
ther buy no: ſell;they mult not enjoy thole privileges thar others 
do that do ſubmit. 


Some ſay that by the Berſt mentioned in the firſt verſe of this 
Chapter) that riſe out of the Sea, Which had 7 Heads and ten 
Horns is meant the Romane Empire: and by the ſecond bent, 
that tife out of the Eatth, that had two Horns 1:ke the Lamb: buc 
ſpake like the Dragon : (verſe the. 11.) is meant, the Pope in his 
height. Again others thinke that by boh theſe Beaſts, is meant 
the Pope ; whoſe one and the ſame Perſon is deſcribed under a 
double reſemblance of two Beaſts : fo: Anti-chrift alone is a dou- 
ble Head ; in reſpe& of his Civill poiver , he is the firſt beaſt; 
and in reſpe& of his Spirituall or Eccleliaſticall power he is the 
ſecond bealt. Orif youwill, He is thefirſt bzalt in regard of the 
wound he received by the Gother, Vaxdalle, and Hunzes: and he 
is the ſecond Beaſt, as he Was exalted in his height , when his 
deadly wound was healed , and rhe Go:hes, &c. deſtroyed, and . 
the Pope riſe to have great poſſeſſions of Cities and Lands: for he 
exerciſed all the power of thefirſt Beaſt, Take ir in what ſence 
you will. For by his two Hornes is meant both C:vill & Eccle- | 
fiaſticall power ; for by the ſword which the Pope doth exerciſe , 
he commands obedience to his Eccleſiaſticall Decrees as verſe 16. 
17. He cauſed all both ſmall and great, rich and poor, bond and free 
to receive a Marke in their rioht hand , or i# their fore-head, Ard 
that xo man might buy or ſell , ſave he that had the Marke , or the | 
Name of the beaſt, or t he number of b:s Name. Now by the Marke 
of the beaſt in; the foze-head, or right hand, ſome think2 is meant 
to profeſſe and praiſe the Lawes , Religion, and Decrees that 
are commanded ; and thoſe that will not tubmir thereunto, muſt 
not buy nor ſell. Now this ſecond Beaſt exerciiing all Yrpayer 
of the firſt beaſt, and commanding an Image of th: Badia 
made , which Image mult be meaning that doth reſemblay 
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like unto the bealt: and if CH in the fore-head or right 
hand ,  {ignifie the profeſſion and praftice of the Lawes, Religion 
and Decrees of the.Beaſt: then what is meant by the Image of the 
beaſt , that they muſt not. buy nor ſell that have not the Beaſts 
marke ?, and whether it have no felation to the ſilencing of Prea- 
chers, that do nor ſubſcribe their Canonicoll bedjence, Ideſire 
to be reſolved , and would be mich ingaged to thoſe that would 
take the pains to doit, 


For, certain it is many peciqus ſoules are ataſtand, and 
kno not What Way to turne themſelyes, toſce {o many eminent 
'Pe-ſons, which they dare.not thinke but there is ſomething of God 
in both Parties , and yet they are at ſich a diftance in their prac- 
tice and affe&tions , and that for a ſmall PunBilio, 0: as the Holy- 
A, Ghoſt ſaith, They make a man an offender for 4 word ; Or for omil.- 
| {ion of ſome {mall matters, which they that urge them , will not 
fay thareither ſalvation or damnation doth depend upon the doing, 
0: not doing of them : and yet for omiſſion thereof, their mouth2s 
ſhall be opt from preaching; and in ſome ſence ſalvation or dam- 
nation depends upon preaching. Rom: 16. 14. How ſhall they be- 
hieve in bim., of whom they have not heard : - and bow ſhall they heay 

ithowt a Preacher, &c, For preaching is the olitward ordinary 
Fmneans that God hath ordained toworke Converſion in ſuch-as he 
ll ave: fo: where Viſion faileth,the people periſh : and by the 
Miching of the Word alſo , thoſe that are not reformed, their 
SMWndemnation w.ll appear to be juſt. And thoſe that do nor 
. preach, and thoſe that hinders others from preaching , ſze what 
the Scripture faith, *Ezek; 33. 6. If any man be taken away in bis 
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then may ſay it, but no man can pray it, but ſuch'as #re willing- 
to paſſe by their Brethrens failings and infirmititg : 'For if ye far- 

| frat. 


give not men their treſpaſſes, neither will your He Father 
Jour rreſpaſſes. And theſe Men (we ſpeaks! 


treſpaſle againſt Men in denying to ſubſc 


is lin: and whether it be right in jonr ſight, 'to obey Mex rather thin 
God, judge ye. 


A third Queriemay be this ,. vitt. 

Whether the lilencing of Godly Miniſters , have not ſomeTre- 
lation tothe cauling of the daily Sacrifice to ceaſe, that hath been 
offered up daily toGod : and how do men thinke Godwill take ir, 
Whoſe weice once ſhooke the Earth ; Heb: 12. 26, 27. but now he 
hah promiſed ſay.ng , Tet once moze, I ſhake not the Earth only, but 
y / Heaven: and this word , yet once more, figmfieth the removir 

thoſe things that are ſhaken, as of things that are made , | whic 
ſone thinke the things that are made , are to b2 underſtoo4 of all 
Humane Inventions in Divine Worſhip, ] that the things that are 
not made, may remain : that is, thoſe things that are. of Divine 


Inſtitution, thallremiain: Men, nor Divells, nor all the Paw- » © 


ers of Darkeneſle (hall not be able to prevaile againſt that which- 
isof Divine Inſtitution, when all Humane Inventions, in point 


of Divine Worſhip, ſhallbe removed, accordifig tothis Promiſe. », 


If any ſhould thinke or ſay; that 1 make my ſelfe to» buſy to 
propound ſuch Queſtions , give me leave to anſiver ſuch , That 
1dobut propound my Queſtion to'men :-and yer Ifind Jeremah 
in the 12 chap: inſuchan evill timeas this, when God had war- 
ned the Prophet , chap: 7..verſe 16. and chap 11. verſe 14. That 
he ſhould not pray for that people for theit good, for he would not 

2ar him for them; yeteven thendid Jeremab(chap: 12. verſe 1.) 
propound a queſtion to God: Wherefore doth the way of the wicked 
proſper? wherefore are all they happy that deal treacherouſly? meaning 
that they were happy as totheir outward eſtate in the world. For 
(f1ith he) thou haſt planted them, and they have taken root, and 

ow : thou art near their mouth, ard farr from their rems. Then 


God anſwers Jeremw'ab, ver: 6, Even thy brethren ,. and the _y 


» that if they 
RCanonicalt obdience, 
it'is, fearing they ſhould treſpaſſe agairtſtGo4 if they outd doit, 
becauſe they cannot'ds it of faith, and whatſoever is not of faith, 
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